INTRODUCTION
Mass political protests of recent years, starting with the Arab Spring in 2010-2011 when protesters swept the Middle East and North Africa and up to the latest developments in Ukraine, are an important factor of political changes. Once emerged, protests go on and preserve their infl uence on political changes in the United States and Europe, Russia, Ukraine, Brazil, Turkey, Egypt, Thailand and many other countries all over the world. This allows some researchers to talk about the emergence of a new phenomenon -the phenomenon of protest groups of citizens or protest publics. 1 These publics can become not only a factor but also an actor of political changes in modern polities. This requires clarifi cation of existing methodological approaches and research tools of political changes, as well as the roles of the different driving forces (actors and factors) in the process.
Despite the large amount of research and literature on the protests 2 few authors try to under- stand their infl uence on political changes or formulate their research question this way. Among them is the work of Donatella della Porta and her collaborators who consider protests in the framework of democracy and social movements concept. At the junction of these two approaches lies the question of the role of protest movements in the democratization process, «as the relationship between social movements and democratization is not simple, a systematic cross-national comparison is needed to single out the conditions and mechanisms through which democratization is moved from below.»
3
In this paper authors use theories of protest publics, democratization, and political changes to defi ne different roles that Protest publics can
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СРАВНИТЕЛЬНАЯ ПОЛИТИКА И ГЕОПОЛИТИКА play in the mechanisms of political changes. In order to do this we chose Egypt and Turkey for comparative analysis of contrasting cases since in these countries protest publics' activities led to controversial outcomes: the democratization of the state in Egypt on one hand and islamization, the growth of fundamentalism and further establishment of the authoritarian regime in Turkey -on the other.
The dates chosen are not the same for both countries. In 2011 Arab Spring hit Egypt and in 2013 protest started in Turkey. These are the key dates which are followed by the analysis of the events right until present days since the specifi c character of the research focuses on ongoing processes.
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK & RESEARCH DESIGN
The authors argue that Theory of Publics has more explanatory power to understand the impact of protests in the mechanism of political changes. Two conventional theories that are usually used by scholars and researchers to study protests are civil society theory and social movement theory. 4 They have little capacity to explain the role of protest in the mechanism of political changes. 5 Civil society theory tends to be more familiar and the most obvious to use, however, and this is the main reason why it is not applicable in case of this research, theoretical concept of "civil society" presupposes an intense and long-lasting organizational work for societies prior to common action. 6 This is not the case of either Egypt or Turkey where it is hard to speak of any types of "pre-work" to organize protests. 4 Della Porta, Donatella, Diani, Mario. Another theory, that seem to be adequate to be applied, is social movement theory. It gives a more dynamic look on civil participation and focuses on a core term -a campaign or, in other words, an "organized public effort, making a collective claim on the target audience".
7
Social movements also imply a lot of prior organizational work, including creation of stable organizational structures, or "special purpose coalitions", that can insure "a sustained and organized" manner of collective actions. Another important point -common identity that in social movements is very clear and easy to catch. 8 It is hard to speak about common identity in Egypt or Turkey protests and their emergence is still terra incognita if we analyze it within social movement theory. Protests in Egypt and Turkey emerged unexpected to both experts and scholars, 9 and there were no specially organized campaign, as well as prior-organizational work.
Therefore, mass political protests that have emerged in the wake of the crisis of recent years must be perceived as a new social phenomenon, a new political actor, which is characterized by a number of distinctive features. lyaeva in her works offers to call collective actors of mass political protests in 2010-2014 protest publics. "In order to grasp the essence of Bolotnaya movement and similar protests, we need a new theoretical concept which we offer to seek in the newly emerging 'theory of publics'. This theory provides the name of a particular type of audience -'active audience' or 'agency public', which can be a social actor, with no organizational or institutional grounds or civil society organizations and organized social movements behind it. An important novelty of the proposed approach is that the term 'public protest' allows you to conceptualize the practice of civic participation that arise in the absence of any pre-organization, which is considered in previous theories necessary for their implementation"
10 . In the theory of social movements, protests have been studied within an organizational or historical paradigm. Some have described «the causes of emergence, motives of participation, social composition, methods of organization, forms, methods and repertoires of actions, resources, goals and objectives» of movements 11 . Others tried to knit the movement in the broader historical and social context 12 . The theory of social movements perceived the relationship between democracy and protests as capacity to protest in given system of political institutions, not paying attention to how protest publics can change democratic practices and institutions. Theories of democratization have paid little attention to the impact of protests on the political changes.
In many ways underestimation of the role of specifi c actors in democratization process happens because the transition to democracy in transitology is perceived as a linear process, a sequence of successive stages (liberalization, democratization and consolidation).
14 Questions about the mechanism of democratic changes and the role of various mainly international actors in them were set by L. Morlino.
15
D. della Porta has raised the question of the role of protest movements in the process of democratization.
We propose to clarify the research question, the wording of which would be more properly considered in the light of theoretical approaches, their capabilities and limitations, and the available empirical evidence about the protests. Firstly, we should speak not only about the role of protest publics, but also about the impact of protest publics. This has already been mentioned above. Secondly, in practice, protests often do not lead to democratization, sometimes they are even counterproductive, or lead to other unforeseen processes.
Therefore the authors proposes to defi ne political changes as a multidimensional (nonlinear) process which is not a straight transition from one political status to another with passing known in advance stages of changes, but complex process of moving on multiple trajectories which is unique for each country or polity infl uenced by diverse drivers which can The conceptualization can be visualized with the fi gure below (see Figure 1 ). Starting point (X n ) and ending point (Y n ) as basic units for the country analysis have to be identifi ed. There can be as many theoretical trajectories of political change as there are countries in the world, but the authors assumed that the trajectories can be clustered into more limited amount (Z), less than the existing amount of countries (N). In this work we assume that protest publics are drivers of political changes which mean that they can be both actors and factors. Consequently, the assessment of protest publics' impact on political changes might be done through comparing the protests with other factors of political changes: economic (level of unemployment, poverty, economic development etc.); political (level of democratic development, trust to government, electoral preferences change etc.); cultural (values shifts in society, change of political culture etc.); social-demographic (level of education, social wellbeing, change in age structure of society etc.).The authors elaborated the complex of parameters which serve mainly to conceptualize the whole picture and make it more obvious and transparent.
Using this scheme we should be ready to face another possible outcome: protest publics being a driver of political changes might as well happen to be actors of changes meaning that their infl uence on the processes is strong enough to perceive them not only as a background for changes, but also as a valuable player in the game. Consequently, it is very important to evaluate capacity of protest publics to infl uence on political changes. This capacity depends from the "actorness"
22 of protest publics and their impact into specifi c areas of political changes (situational, policy, and institutional). 
СРАВНИТЕЛЬНАЯ ПОЛИТИКА И ГЕОПОЛИТИКА
To consider protest publics as collective actors of changes we have to test them on the degree of political consolidation and the degree of political autonomy. The assumption is that only enough consolidated (with integrated interests, goals, and values, connected with its members through regular communication) and autonomous (self-organized, self-governed, self-suffi cient, able to set goals independently from "third parties", with more or less clear identity) political actor can infl uence on political changes.
Furthermore, it is important to note that systemic element of "actorness" is the capacity to infl uence on politics, policy and polity. To evaluate impact in political changes diverse parameters needed 24 : the degree of infl uence of the protest public on the changes of the current political situation (the change of the political leadership, elites of the country, limitation of power, change in the hierarchies and balance of power, change of the main political intrigue etc.); the degree of infl uence of the protest public on changes in public policies (social policy, economic policy, foreign policy, religious policy, population policy etc.); the degree of infl uence of the protest public on institutional changes (changes of Constitution, democratic institutions, increasing/ decreasing of qualities of democracy etc.).
Using this framework we conducted research design, which allow the authors to collect data in 5 main categories: Signifi cance of Protests ("factorness"), Degree of Protest Publics' Creation ("actorness"), Political Changes, Protest Public as factor and its interaction with other factors, Protest Public as actor and its interaction with other actors.
RESEARCH FINDINGS
Research fi ndings that will be presented below are based on various types of data collection, which can be divided into four general parts: expert interviews, statistics, sociological data, and event analysis. 
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Further on we are going to describe the main conclusions drawn from the analysis of the collected data we listed above.
PROTEST PUBLICS AS A "TRIGGER" FOR DEMOCRATIC DEVELOPMENT: CASE OF EGYPT
Protests were able to gather up to 2 million people across Cairo, Alexandria and other big cities during 2011-2013. 36 The majority of protesters were people of working age, those who shape economy.
37 Protest responded to current political issues like political censorship, food price rises, corruption, police brutality in 2011 38 and frustration with Mursi's policies if talking about 2013.
39
Some of the demands were achieved. If we put this together with other indicators such us geography of protests, amount of people participated in protests, reactions to protest publics, this allows us to say that protest public has a signifi cant importance in Egypt. Protests took forms of demonstrations, marches, occupations of plazas, riots, non-violent civil resistance, acts of civil disobedience and strikes all over big cities like Cairo and Alexandria; up to 2 million people participated in protests in different periods of time. 40 In Egypt, we can observe the emerging and establishing of a new infl uential actor in country's political arena. 36 Under the new Constitution, the President ceases to be an all-powerful fi gure and a strong parliament is proclaimed. It contains provisions aimed at the prohibition of torture and detention without trial. However, it also gives the Egyptian generals more power and privileges than they had during the period of Hosni Mubarak.
Article 81 stated that no law may restrict the essence of the rights and freedoms enshrined in the constitution, but said that "these rights and freedoms are exercised in so far as they do not contradict the principles set out in the chapter about the state and society in the constitution." The provisions in this chapter include article 10, which stated that "the state and society should be entrusted with the preservation of the true nature of the Egyptian Family", and article 11, which states that "the state is there to protect ethics, morality and public order." 43 Article 45 protected freedom of expression without specifying what legal restrictions are permissible and how to balance that right with Article 31, which states that "individuals cannot be abused," and Article 44 prohibited "insulting the prophets." 44 It guaranteed freedom of religion only to believers of any of the three Abrahamic religions -Islam, Christianity and Judaism. Specifi cally, Article 43 on freedom of religion gives the right to practice religion and establish a place of worship for Muslims, Christians and Jews, but excluded the followers of other religions, including the Egyptian Baha'is, as well as non-believers. 45 After the overthrow of Mohammed Morsi July 3, the suspension of the constitution has been 43 Ibid. announced. As part of the "road map" to get the country out of the crisis a special commission was formed and began developing the text of the new constitution. The commission included 50 people, including politicians, military representatives and two representatives of "Muslim Brotherhood." 46 The text of the new constitution, which was held on the adoption of a referendum was submitted for adoption by the interim Egyptian President Adly Mansour on December 3, 2013. The text of the new basic law contains articles limiting the role of Islam in the life of the country and the growing infl uence of the military and members of parliament. The draft says the establishment in Egypt of "civil government" and limiting the application of the Sharia. Military constitution provides the right for the duration of the two future presidents to nominate the minister of defense. At the same time parliament gets the power to remove the president. This will require two-thirds of votes of deputies, as well as the positive outcome of the respective referendum. 47 Offi cial results of the referendum were announced 72 hours after the polls closed. According to them, the draft constitution of Egypt was supported by 98.1% of voters. The turnout was 38.6%. 48 Although implementing of new constitution and presidential elections might actually cause question concerning the involvement of protest public in these processes, there is a one aspect that proves the infl uence of protesters who demanded free and fair elections and in the resulted got themselves democratic practices to observe the elections. According to new constitution there must be The Presidential Electoral Committee looking after the elections. Notably, 46 In Egypt together with economic, social, cultural and political factors protest became a signifi cantly important factor of further changes. Responding to these factors the government is chapping its' policy in accordance to the demands aroused on the basis of these factors. Economic decline, unemployment especially among young generation, low wages infl uenced by growing breach of values in the society and the changed perception of political elites all together shattered political system and together with protest publics' activity caused above described political changes. their own subjectivity. Another risk would be the possibility of military forces to take advantage of protests. However, the development of events showed that the publics are capable of new forms of consolidation and mobilization for active action in case when "coalition partner" (Army) begins to change the common interest. It is also necessary to say that Protests Publics were not homogeneous. Some joined in a coalition with the Muslim Brotherhood, and pushed the country towards Islamization or those who took the side of President Mursi. Others participated in coalition with military elites and advocate the westernization of the country, for example, supporting the President Sisi. In the period under review the second ones won due to traditionally stronger role of the military, who were able to rely on Publicsin which "Westernized" part of it also proved to be stronger than "Islamic".
The role of protest publics as triggers of democratic changes is explained in the scheme below together with how it has developed, in conjunction with some actors and factors (See Figure 2) . nationalists, 52 libertarains 53 and others and managed to gather up to 3 million people in about 90 locations in Turkey in 2013 54 but 63% of them was below 28, 55 protests were not recurring in response to governmental actions. On this basis, we assume that the signifi cance of protests is lower than in Egypt where 2 million crowd was mostly formed by professional middle class, primarily working age -59% of participants were between 25 and 44 years old. 56 The most important feature is that Publics in Egypt was gathering regularly unlike Publics in Turkey, where there were more participants, but they were unable to make it a regular and thus more infl uential thing.
Demonstrators were brought together by their reaction to political activity of a ruling party, to a "limited understanding of politics identifying democracy solely with the ballot box whilst remaining oblivious to people's concerns and demands, to the polarizing discourse of political authorities and to the way economic and political interests have become intertwined within the networks formed around the ruling party."
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Ideological discourse was a keystone to protests: politically engineered rise of religious conservatism that marginalized those whose lifestyles were not deemed to be in conformity with the government authorities' understanding of the principles of Sunni Islam, anti-abortion policies, paternalistic view on a Turkish family which determines the amount of children and restricts gender roles. "A recent piece of legislation seriously restricting the sale and the use of alcohol, which was approved by the president while the protests continued, served to confi rm and enhance the concerns about government interference in personal life. The slogans written on the walls included one which said "You shouldn't have prohibited that last beer." 58 However, politically, the protesters were highly heterogeneous; protest public consists of libertarian environmentalists, social democrats and left-wing radicals, "anti-imperialistic" secularist nationalists. Besides that, the CHP (Republican People's Party) and the pro-Kurdish BDP (Peace and Democracy Party) were also represented in the protests. 59 A signifi cant amount of people surveyed can be categorized as libertarian democrats. 15% categorize themselves as libertarian, 5.8% as social democrat, 5.4% as secularist, and 3.4% as democrat. If we add democratic socialists will get the total 57.2% of democrats. Another group consists of secularists, Western-oriented national republicans such as Ataturkists (11%), Kemalists (3%), secular nationalists (2.6%) or nationalists (3%). 60 In other words, people very close to nationalist party. There were also communists and anarchists represented during the protests, but their amount was not very signifi cant. The main outcome, however, is that the majority of protest public belongs to democrats in their worldview or political/ideological preferences which shows a certain community of interests and values.
We can also speak about common goals and motivation. In spite of diverse structure of participants there is a very traceable demand for freedom, the complaint against legal restrictions, and the rejection of dictatorship. It is interesting that only 9.5 per cent of the protesters saw the removal of the government 58 Ibid. 
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СРАВНИТЕЛЬНАЯ ПОЛИТИКА И ГЕОПОЛИТИКА as their most important priority in the protest actions. 61 We will not stop precisely on the degree of political autonomy of Turkish protest public since there is no reason to assume that it is anyhow different from what can be observed in the case of Egypt. The concept of protest publics itself determines their actions and the level of their independence from third parties. At the same time, a systemic element of actorness is the capacity to infl uence on politics, policy and polity. Protest publics, according to the interviews taken with international scholars studying Turkey, could not manage to do much.
At the same time there were certain institutional changes after the protest, although they were caused not by the protests themselves, but by a corruption scandal when the government changed signifi cantly. 62 The 2013 corruption scandal in Turkey refers to an ongoing criminal investigation that involves several key people in the Turkish government; most people involved being members of the ruling Justice and Development Party. In a speech to the press on the evening of 25 December, Prime Minister announced the reshuffl e of 10 members of his cabinet in light of the scandal, saying that the reshuffl e was to replace the three ministers who had resigned earlier in the day and others who were planning mayoral runs in the local elections in March 2014.
63
Another suffi cient change is connected with the Islamist part of Turkish society and can be hardly associated with the actions of protest public. Islamist forces had shown the level of internal differentiation in Turkey in the sense that certain image failures gave rise to the Islamist movement and gave an opportunity to distance themselves from Erdogan and to join in opposition. This is certainly a new element of political and institutional situation changes in Turkey. Concerning democratic institutions, there were some attempts aimed at minimize the protests. Recent changes have affected social mediaa lot of pressure on journalism, some restrictions of prohibitive nature relating to freedom of action of alleged initiators of protest movements. Professor Ultchenko notices, however, that "it doesn't look so repressive by the government. Erdogan tries to fi ght with windmills, but he cannot help it. It is a pretty deadlock trend -to search for the causes of the problems outside oneself."
According to expert Can Irmak Ozinair: "Regime became even more authoritarian than it was before the protests. There is intention to change the constitution, but these changes towards strengthen of Erdogan's personal power. Some pro-government politicians claim that last elections were democratic as president was elected by public. I do not think that this point proves democratic character of the Turkish system as it proves that there is no political pluralism in Turkey."
Some political changes have happened in Turkey since the beginning of Gezi Park protests, although there were not so signifi cant as, for instance, in Egypt. For example, presidential and local elections were held in Turkey in 2014. RecepTayip Erdogan won presidential elections with the 51.79% 65 of votes, his opponents Ekmeleddin Insanoglu and Selahattin Demirtas took 38.44% and 9,76% respectively. 66 As far as local election, results are the following: AK -42.87%.
67 CHP -26.34%; MHP -17.82%.Peoples' Democratic Party -6.29%. AKP even gained more voters in comparison with 2009. 68 As far as the changing of constitution, Turkish president Tayyip Erdogan said that forging a new constitution after a parliamentary election (2015) would be a priority for Turkey. There is an intention to create an executive presidency.
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Consequently, Erdogan's power will be subsequently expanded. 70 Moreover, expert from Economic Policy Research Foundation Dilara Pekerreported that "from those days to today, the police have gained wider authority and power on people." "Turkey's parliament passed a piece of legislation, a bill that broadens police powers and increases penalties for people participating in unauthorized demonstrations. Under the bill, the police will be permitted to use fi rearms against demonstrators who are armed with fi rebombs or other injurious or similar weapons. They will also be able to detain people for up to 48 hours to uphold public order. Protesters wearing masks or partly covering their faces will face up to fi ve years in prison if they are deemed to be spreading "propaganda for a terrorist organization."
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Along with it, another researcher Altung Yalcintas reported that "after Gezi, an ongoing process of political restructuring took place. First and most importantly, the project of building a convention center and shopping mall in place of Gezi Park and a mosque in Taksim Square was shelved. Bülent Arınç, a government spokesperson, offi cially apologized for the destruction and terror that the police forces exercised against the environmentalist occupiers of Gezi Park on 28 May. The parliament decided to withdraw a legal charter granting permission to the government to transform many forests around Istanbul into residential areas. While protests spread to 67 cities around the country mentioned channels CNN Türk airs its now-infamous penguin documentary, but later NTV and CNN Turk, two of the most popular television news networks, also accepted their faulty policy of broadcasting NTV History, a magazine of popular history, owned by NTV group, was shut down after its special issue on the Gezi protests and social movements in Anatolia since Byzantine times." Figure 3 gives a diagrammatic representation of the role of Protest Publics in the mechanism of political changes in Turkey in 2013 and 2015 (See Figure 3) . Economic growth after the fi nancial crisis of 2008 was replaced by a slowdown 70 In spite of that, we cannot ignore countertendencies -the emergence of alternative media and emergence of practices of civic participation. One of the alternative online media is called Capul TV, named as such after Erdogan called the protestors capulcu -looters, which was immediately embraced by the protestors. The word has become synonymous with resisting in an alternative, youth-driven, peaceful way. 72 Erdogan, the AKP, conservative intellectuals and counter publics 73 move democratic changes back. Nevertheless, protest publics, liberal intellectuals and opposition parties play role of democratic innovator. Despite the strength of the conservative coalition, there are signs of its weakening. In the general election held on 7 June, the AKP gained 40.87% of the vote. It still remains to be the biggest party in Turkey, but this time the AKP lost its status as party that represents the majority and thus, the power to form a single-party government.
PROTEST PUBLICS IN EGYPT AND TURKEY: COMMONALITIES AND DIFFERENCES
It is important to point out the religious part of confl icts in Egypt and Turkey. In both countries traditional, fundamental ideas and values are still very strong and as we have seen infl uence the politics. In both cases we can observe the cleavage between a more democratic westernized part of the society willing to become an active part of a global community and a more conservative majority that still sticks to traditional values and perceives a ruler as a father of the nation.
Moreover, one can observe dichotomic nature of Protest Publics in both countries. We have proven that Protest Publics are a signifi cant factor of changes in Egypt in Turkey and together with economic, social, political, cultural and other factors caused certain outcomes, but it is also an important actor of changes at the same time. The analysis of Protest Publics' actions depends on our perception of its role, but the very core of the phenomenon implies two possible roles that can be played simultaneously.
However, different set of drivers leads to different outcomes. When it comes to differences between two cases, the fi rst thing to mention is that Egyptian Protest Publics operate in a situation of social and economic crisis whereas Turkish ones experience a certain slowdown in economy after recovery from crisis. This allows us to presume that the harsher situation in socio-economic sphere demands harsher reactions from political actors. Some of these actors sometimes have the ability to decline a choice being made and have preferences over public policy outcomes. So-called veto-actors (political actors that are different from and are capable of stop the ongoing tendencies of political development and shift the vector of changes current political elites stop the current trends of political development and expand the vector of changes in the other) are quite strong in Egypt. It might be Muslim Brotherhood that managed to use protests for its' own interests or Army, for instance, which is traditionally very strong in Egypt. Turkey on the contrary doesn't have such strong players or they are still being uninvolved.
For the case of Egypt where we observe certain democratic development with a strong role of traditional veto-actors Protest Publics is a "trigger" of political changes capable of chapping their direction. In Turkey, however, where authoritarian growth is quite obvious, but it manages to coexist with democratic alternatives Protest Public stands as a democratic "innovator" in the situation of general authoritarian growth.
CONCLUSION
Protest Publics can be not only factors but also actors of political changes. Their actions go beyond proving legitimacy of changes; protest publics might also be capable of making changes.
Therefore, the Theory of Protest Publics has more explanatory power (to understand the mechanisms of political changes and the role of protests) than Theory of Social Movements.
Protest Publics' actions may lead not only to democratization but also to strengthening authoritarian regime, like in Turkey. Nevertheless, even there it creates the contra-tendency of accumulation democratic practices. Therefore, the novelty of the research lies in the attempt to change linear perception of democratization and the role of social movements in democratization. There is an attempt to replace it with a more complex modeling of processes -simultaneous existence of several tendencies of development and changes in different combinations.
Protest Publics in coalitions with other actors and in certain conditions can change political regime (situational changes), policies and institutions. Therefore, the Theories of Political Changes have to be developed with this kind of analysis. They have to conceptualize the mechanisms of political changes Protest Publics may become a driver of political changes in case a) there is a certain combination of factors and b) protest public contributes in coalitional actions together with other actors. The fi rst point is getting transparent after reviewing the interviews of the experts for both countries. There is no doubt that Egypt faces an uncontrolled growth of population, the extent of which, in fact, it is diffi cult to assess. The bottom line is that the process of population growth never stopped. It started in the 1950s and continues until now. Another factor for Egypt is the disastrous situation in the economy. This is one of the poorest Arab countries; Egypt in generally is included in a group of the poorest countries in the world in terms of GDP per capita based on consumer prices according to the data of the World Bank. Another important factor for the protests in the country was a different image and perception of power, of the ruler himself among representatives of diverse generations. Another combination works for Turkey: economic factors were also infl uenced the situation, but they were not decisive. This division of the lifestyles is crucially important for understanding the nature of protests in the country and it dates back to the history of Ottoman Empire. Traditionally paternalistic state of Turkey did exist, but at the same time there was another trend for the Europeanization.
The second point is easily traced while comparing Egypt and Turkey's protests. The interconnection of protest publics and the army in Egypt became a crucial point of changes in the country, whereas Turkey's protest public was not able to enter in a coalition with any signifi cant actors and therefore, could not achieve such substantial results.
It is important to point out the religious part of confl icts in Egypt and Turkey. In both countries traditional, fundamental ideas and values are still very strong and as we have seen infl uence the politics. In both cases we can observe the gap between a more democratic westernized part of the society willing to become an active part of a global community and a more conservative majority that still sticks to traditional values and perceives a ruler as a father of the nation.
In this diversity one can observe the confl ict between Westernization and Traditional values, confl ict caused by the globalization and disregard of traditions. The root of this confl ict and the way it is evolving is extremely interesting and might be a basis for another research.
As for the further development of this research, we see our premiere goal in creating typology of main characteristics for protest publics based on case studies. Analyzing more cases of countries where protest publics emerge we believe that it is possible to come up with a list of main types of publics or models that would be able to explain and predict changes. We can already assume that Protest Publics in Turkey is very similar to the one in Russia -in both cases publics becomes a democratic "innovator". The emergence of protests on post-soviet space, in such countries as Armenia, Moldova, Ukraine only raises the importance of the research and highlights its importance for both scientifi c community and possible stakeholders.
